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language. The boot was on the other leg.
I had personally never attached any importance to our so-called
'language issue." It was closely tied up with politics and was given
exaggerated importance by the deceivers of the people. It was a ghost
that was raised to frighten men who had the mentality of clerks and
who viewed issues exclusively from a "bread and butter" angle. I
did not involve myself in discussions on language except on a few
occasions when I was compelled to do so by circumstances. Even on
those occasions I chose to lay stress on the social and political
consequences of the controversy. I was unable to accept the
"language policy" of any of our political parties. I always viewed
with the utmost, disgust the movements that were organized in the
name of language policies.
Even while I was in the Communist Party I had shown no interest
in such issues as reorganization of states, border "struggles," and
official language-medium of instruction controversies. But on several
occasions the Communist Party interested itself in them and got
involved deeply. For instance, the party took part in the "New
Tamil Nadu" movement of 1952-53 and the Devikulam-Peermedu
enclaves controversy of the same period.1 From 1952 the party
religiously performed its ritual role in the campaign to rename
Madras state as Tamil Nadu. The party took positions on such
issues as the official language, the language of the courts, and the
language medium in educational institutions, urging the use of the
mother tongue and of "pure" Tamil words to the maximum extent
possible. I had never associated myself with those positions. On the
other hand, I publicly demonstrated my non-conformist attitude by
what I actually did in my speeches and writings.
Firm convictions on those issues came to be implanted deeply in
my mind at a very early age, thanks to my Marxist friends. I could
not lay aside such convictions even for tactical reasons. I realized
that it was not proper for me to transgress them. I was, of course,
a man with very close ties to the Tamil language. I did not need to
seek lessons from somebody else on how I should think about Tamil.
Therefore, I closed my eyes to the pages setting forth the position
of the Communist Party on the language issue. I turned the pages,
having rejected them. It has never been my practice to engage in
debate, on issues that I have thought through clearly, with those
whose minds are unclear, and who believe only in the brute strength
of their position as the "majority."